Introduction
Standard Dutch (and also 
Microvariation in the formation of substantive possessive pronominals

Patterns of microvariation in Low-Saxonian dialects
The following data are based on sources mentioned above as well as on data from the Goeman- Taeldeman Other Dutch dialects (cf. Weijnen, p. 294) (16) a.
Dat is de mijn e (Schagen; GTRP) that is the my-e b.
Dat is mijn-es c.
* While lexical words project their own phonological word, clitics, functional heads and inflectional elements have to be adjoined to the phonological word of the stem (Booij 1990) . However, here they are subject to the following requirement:
(22) Adjoined positions only license unmarked elements.
Phonologically epenthetic material and functional elements thus both are formed from the limited pool of phonologically unmarked segment. This explains their superficial formal similarity, and possibly also how one can diachronically change into the other.
Only fine-grained analysis can tell us what the diachronic status of a given element is. In this case, the balance seems to tip in the direction of a syntactic analysis
Towards a syntactic analysis
Question 1: What is -n? Question 2: What is -t/-de at the end of the possessive pronominal?
Syllabic -n as an empty noun
Proposal: -n is a reduced/weak semantically empty/grammatical noun 'een' (i.e. one) (see also Overdiep 1937: 285) . It is a weak equivalent of English 'one'
Empty nouns (cf. Panagiotidis 2003)
• de mijne = an elliptical noun phrase, i.e. a DP containing a phonologically empty noun (i.e. N without a PF-representation).
• de mien-n = a noun phrase containing a descriptively empty noun, i.e. a noun with minimal semantic content. 
